




























































Initial Study Addendum No. 3 

Native revegetation of the site will be monitored for a period determined through the permitting 
process to ensure the success of all plantings intended for erosion and sediment control, soil 
stability, and protection of waterways. Site monitoring shall be conducted on a monthly basis. 
The following erosion control measures are consistent with 2012 Final IS/EA Mitigation Measure 
3.7-la which was implemented to protect water quality. 

• Silt fencing will be installed in all upland areas where construction occurs within 100 feet of 
known or potential steelhead habitat. 

• Spoil sites and other debris areas will be located so they do not drain directly into the 
Sacramento River. Spoil sites will be graded to reduce the potential for erosion. 

• No construction activities, parking, or staging shall occur outside of designated areas. 

• All vehicles and equipment entering each project site shall be clean of noxious weeds and 
pathogens. All construction equipment shall be washed thoroughly to remove all dirt, plant, 
and other foreign material prior to entering the project sites. 

• Certified weed-free permanent and temporary erosion control measures shall be implemented 
to minimize erosion and sedimentation during and after construction. 

• The plan shall specify that areas impacted from construction-related activity shall be reseeded 
with native herbaceous species. 

The proposed Project could result in similar construction related impacts to species and habitat 
identified within the 2012 IlP IS/EA; however, construction would not occur within the 
Sacramento River. Implementation of the applicable discussed mitigation measures are 
consistent with Mitigation Measures 3.7-li. and 3.7-lj, and 3.7-lf, which include measures for all 
phases of project construction to address impacts to sensitive habitats and species, by requiring 

pre-construction surveys for special status species, would still be implemented by the WDCW A. 
As a result, there are no changes in the environmental setting or project characteristics that would 
raise important new biological resources issues. Therefore, proposed Project changes would not alter 
the conclusions of the 2012 JIP IS/EA, result in any new significant impacts, or substantially 

increase the severity of the previously identified biological resources impacts. 

3.2.8 Cultural Resources 
Section 3.8 of the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA analyzed impacts to cultural resources and concluded that 
implementation of the JIP would not directly or indirectly affect paleontological resources and no 

impact would occur. Underlying geologic materials in the JIP area consist predominantly of manmade 
fill and the type of sedimentary deposits where paleontological resources might be present but are 

typically not found. The Final 2012 IlP IS/EA concluded that potentially significant impacts would 
occur related to causing adverse effects to archaeological resources and human remains. 
Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3 .8-1 would reduce impacts to less than significant by 

requiring an inadvertent discovery plan and measures to minimize or eliminate direct impacts to any 
__ ___,found~significant~cultui-aLmaterials-andtodmman~I"emains .. -------------------------+ 
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In 2012, a Phase I Cultural Resources Study was completed for the JIP at the proposed Project 
site that included an archaeological analysis and an evaluation of the RD 2035 Intake/Pump 

Station 12.5 (ESA, 2012). The report was used to support the application for a USACE Section 
404 Clean Water Act permit. The USACE granted the permit on April 21, 2014 (SPK-2010-
01141). Since granting the permit, the RD 2035 Intake/Pump House 12.5 was demolished and the 
JIP was completed. Components of the study completed within the proposed Project site 
included: 

• a records search at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of the California Historical 
Resources Information System (CHRIS); 

• a search of the Native American Heritage Commission's (NAHC) Sacred Lands 
File (SLF) database and letters to Native American tribes; 

• a cultural resources field survey of the JIP Area of Potential Effects (APE) updating the 
Department of Parks and Recreation forms for the RD 2035 Intake-Pump House 12.5 
(HRI 7/218; P-57-000969) and the Valley Oak Groves & Valley Oak Trees and Mixed 
Vegetation (P-57-000132); 

• and an evaluation of the RD 2035 Intake/Pump House 12.5, which was recommended not 
eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

To supplement the previous study from, BSA completed an updated record search at the NWIC 
on February 19, 2020 (File No. 19-1432). Records indicate that six (6) cultural resources studies, 
including the study for the JIP, have been completed in the immediate vicinity of the proposed 
Project site for the erosion control measures (Table 3). 

TABLE3 
CULTURAL RESOURCES STUDIES IN THE VICINITY OF THE PROJECT SITE 

Study Title Author/Year 

S-2947 Sacramento River Bank Protection Unit 34 Cultural Resources Survey Wilson/1978 

S-12455 Archaeological Reconnaissance of the 1-5 Metro Center Project Area, Yolo County Clark/1991 

S-26878 National Register of Historical Places Evaluation of Bureau of Reclamation Pump Pacific 
Station 12.5 R, Sacramento River, Yolo County Legacy/2003 

S-34067 Cultural Resources Evaluation for the Emergency Levee-Banks Repairs of 5 New URS/2006 
Critical Erosion Sites 

S-34069 Cultural Resources Evaluation for the Emergency Levee-Banks Repairs of 16 URS/2006 
Critical Erosion Sites 

S-46672 RD 2035/WDCWA Joint Intake Project and DWWSP Phase I Cultural Resources ESA/2012 
Study 

Records~ats-0~indicate~that;:;ix~t6}~utturahesources~have~been1Jreviouslyrecorded~ithin~~~ 

mile of the proposed Project site, including the recently demolished RD 2035 Intake/Pump House 
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12.5 (Table 4); no cultural resources have been previously recorded within the proposed Project 
site. 

On February 24, 2020, an ESA archaeologist conducted a site visit of the proposed Project site. 
The area has been highly disturbed from construction of the JIP and no native soils were evident. 
All exposed ground surface consisted of artificially-placed fill and gravels. The proposed Project 
site is a steep slope to the river that has been damaged by erosion. No cultural materials or other 
evidence of past human use or occupation was identified in the proposed Project site. 

TABLE4 
PREVIOUSLY RECORDED RESOURCES IN OR WITHIN ½ A MfLE OF THE PROJECT SITE 

Primary# Description 

P-57-000132 Valley Oak Groves & Valley Oak Trees and Mixed Vegetation 

P-57-000773 Elkhorn Ferry Site 

P-57-000969 RD 2035 Intake aka Pump House 12.5 

P-57-001118 Yolo Bypass East Sacramento River Levee 

P-57-001272 Northern Electric Railway Route 

P-57-001457 Fremont Landing Site 

Distance from Project Site 

450 feet northwest 

200 feet south / no longer 
extant 

300 feet north I no longer 
extant 

150 feet west 

220 feet west 

General vicinity/ no longer 
extant 

Based on the results of the previous cultural resources study completed for the JIP and the current 
research completed for the proposed Project, the proposed Project site has a low sensitivity for 
both prehistoric and historic-era archaeological resources and a low potential to uncover 
archaeological resources during implementation of the proposed erosion control measures. 

While unlikely, the potential to uncover cultural resources during ground-disturbing activities of 
the erosion control measures cannot be entirely discounted. Damage to these previously 
undisturbed resources would constitute a significant impact. However, this impact would be 
mitigated to less than significant with the incorporation of 2012 Final JIP IS/EA Mitigation 
Measure 3.8-1, which requires inadvertent discovery plan and measures to minimize or eliminate 
direct impacts to any found significant cultural materials and/or human remains. As a result, there 
are no changes in the environmental setting or Project characteristics that would raise important 
new cultural resources issues. Therefore, proposed Project revisions would not alter the 
_conclusions of the 2012 JIP IS/EA, result in any new significant impacts, or substantially increase 
the severity of the previously identified cultural resources impacts. 

3.2.9 Transportation and Traffic 
Section 3 .9 of the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA analyzed impacts to transportation and traffic and 

----~eo_n_cJm.ted_thaLthere_wm1ld_b_e_n0_jmpacirelated_to_airJraffic,Jransit,-bic_y_cie,_oLpede_strian_uses, __ _ 
or conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs related to those uses. The 2012 JIP IS/EA 
concluded that implementation of the IlP would result in potentially significant impacts related to 
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increased construction traffic and emergency access. Implementation of Mitigation Measures 3 .9-1 a 
through 3 .9-1 d reduced these impacts to less than significant by requiring measures to ensure safe 
access and flow around the work zone, implementation of a traffic control plan, preparation of vehicle 
movement and detour plans, and identification and utilization of areas for equipment parking, staging, 
and construction crew parking to limit lane closures in the public right-of-way. 

The proposed erosion control measures would occur over an approximate 2-week period, 
generally on weekdays from 7 :00 a.m. to 7 :00 p.m. Construction staging would be located in the 
open gravel parking area on the south side of the intake structure. Construction would require a 5-
person crew, with a maximum of 7 construction workers during periods when multiple activities 
(e.g., trenching, earthwork, hauling, etc.) are occurring concurrently. A maximum of36 one-way 
truck trips would be required for grading and structural deliveries. :Because the proposed erosion 
control measures would not result in a change to the general construction techniques or 
assumptions for construction activities with the JIP, construction of the erosion control measures 
would also result in a less than significant impact to transportation and traffic with the 
incorporation of Mitigation Measures 3.9-la, 3.9-lc and 3.9-lcd. As a result, there are no changes 
in the environmental setting or project characteristics that would raise important new 
transportation and traffic issues. Therefore, proposed Project changes would not alter the 
conclusions of the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA, result in any new significant impacts, or substantially 
increase the severity of the previously identified hazards and hazardous materials impacts. 

3.2.10 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Section 3.10 of the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA analyzed impacts related to hazards and hazardous 
materials and concluded that the implementation of the proposed Project would not emit 
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school because there are no schools within 
one-quarter mile of the JIP site. The proposed Project is not located within an airport land use 
plan or within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Lastly, the proposed Project is not located within a 
fire hazard area as defined by the California Department of Forestry and Fire and would not be 
subject to wildland fires. The 2012 Final JIP IS/EA concluded that implementation of the JIP would 
result in potentially significant impacts related to the accidental discovery of hazardous materials and 
interfering with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan. Implementation of Mitigation 
Measures 3.10-2 and 3.10-3a reduced these impacts to less than significant by requiring procedures 
for unanticipated discovery of hazardous materials and implementation of a traffic control plan. 

Because the proposed erosion control measures would not result in a change to the general 
construction techniques, and construction activities would be located in close proximity to the areas 
described in the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA, construction of the proposed erosion control measures would 
also result in a less than significant impact in regards to the potential disturbance, of hazardous 
materials and interference of emergency access with the incorporation of 2012 Final JIP IS/EA 
Mitigation Measures 3 .10-2 and 3 .10-3b. As a result, there are no changes in the environmental 
etting-or--project-ch-aracteristics--thatwou:ld---raise-importantnew-hazards----and-hazarduus---material~ 

issues. Therefore, changes to the proposed Project would not alter the conclusions of the 2012 JIP 
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IS/EA, result in any new significant impacts, or substantially increase the severity of the previously 
identified hazards and hazardous materials impacts. 

3.2.11 Recreation 
Section 3.11 of the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA analyzed impacts to recreation and concluded that 
implementation of the JIP would have a less than significant impact associated with reduced 
access or interference with the use of existing recreation opportunities or facilities. 

The proposed erosion control measures would be located within the existing footprint of the JIP 
where no recreational facilities are present. Construction would occur immediately adjacent to the 
Sacramento River, but would not occur within the river channel and no construction equipment 
would be placed within the river. Additionally, construction of the erosion control measures 
would not interfere with or reduce access to recreational activities in the project area, nor would it 
directly increase demand for recreational facilities that would require the construction or 
expansion of existing recreational facilities. The proposed Project would also not directly affect 
recreational resources as the proposed erosion control measures are located within the existing 
JIP footprint with no existing or planned recreational uses. As a result, there are no changes in the 
environmental setting or project characteristics that would raise important new recreation issues. 
Therefore, proposed Project changes would not alter the conclusions of the 2012 JIP IS/EA, result 
in any new significant impacts, or substantially increase the severity of the previously identified 
recreation impacts. 

3.2.12 Public Services and Utilities 
Section 3.13 of the 2012 JIP IS/EA concluded that construction of the JIP would have no impact 
associated with require the construction or expansion of new wastewater or storm water facilities. 
The 2012 JIP IS/EA concluded that implementation of the JIP would result in less than significant 
impacts related to the need for new or expanded governmental facilities, landfill capacity, and solid 
waste statutes and regulations. 

Because the proposed Project would not result in a change to the general construction techniques or 
assumptions for construction activities related to the need for new wastewater facilities, stormwater 
facilities, new or expanded governmental facilities, landfill capacity, or violate solid waste statutes 
and regulations, the proposed Project would also result in a similar less than significant impact 
to public services. Therefore, proposed Project changes would not alter the conclusions of the 
2012 JIP IS/EA, result in any new significant impacts, or substantially increase the severity of the 
previously identified public services and utilities impacts. 

3.2.13 Cumulative and Growth Inducing Effects 
The changes to the proposed Project do not alter the underlying impact conclusions or growth 

________ a_ss_u_m_,,p_t1_· o_n_s _of the_ioJi_ Fj11al _.f[p_ IS/EA._ T_h_ei:e_fQre, tber~_ would_ be_ n_o c_hange in_ the cwnula_tive _ 
or growth inducing effects of the proposed Project. None of the significance conclusions or 
findings in the 2012 Final JIP IS/EA would be altered, no new significant impact would occur, and 
none of the previously identified significant impacts would be substantially worsened. 
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3.3 Conclusion 

This addendum documents that the proposed Project will not result in any new or more severe 
impacts than those discussed in the 2012 JIP IS/EA. None of the conditions or circumstances that 
would require preparation of a subsequent or supplemental IS/EA pursuant to Public Resources 
Code Section 21166 exists for the proposed Project with these changes. 
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